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It has required some time to collect the exact 
dates^ documents, and information which form the 
matter of the following* Pamphlet. Many of them 
relate to ordinary incidents of hfe, which leave no 
impression upon the memory, but which, in this case, 
have been distorted into important evidence to 
sustain a falsely assumed, and foregone conclusion. 

Jprili, 1855. 



INQUIRY. 



The cause of Handcock v. Delacoiir, lately heard 
before the Lord Chancellor of Ireland, and compro- 
mised under his sanction, has attracted an unusual 
degree of public attention and interest. The stake 
was large, the (nrcumstances were peculiar, but the 
cause is principally remarkable in this ; that both ia 
Court and out of Court, the arguments of the Coun- 
sel and the criticisms of the Public Press, have been 
directed against one who has hitherto had no oppor- 
tunity of defence or explanation. The Marquis of 
Clauricarde was not a party to the cause } he was 
only a witness, deposing at the request of one of 
the contending parties, to his recollection of facts 
which had been within his own knowledge ; he was 
not called upon to answer any charges made against 
him ; he did not know what had been sworn to by 
the witnesses on the other side, he was not, and 
could not have been represented by Counsel at the 
hearing of the cause. Any man placed in such a 
position has a right to require at the hands of those 
whose official position, or whose profession gives 
weight, or extensive publicity to their opinion, some 



candour in weighing the testimony on which the 
chaise is made, and some caution in pronouncing' a 
decision. This justice has been- denied to Lord 
Clanricarde ; and he has sought, but sought in vain, 
to obtain by means of a strict official inveatigation 
the opportunity of clearing himself from the cruel 
imputations which the unjust and hasty criticism of 
the newspapers had made i^i^nst him. 

As soon as the trial, in the course of which these 
charges had been made was ended. Lord Clanri- 
carde lost no time in requesting the Lord Chancellor, 
the Judge who had heard the cause, and knew what 
had been chai-ged, and what had been proved in that 
cause, to take such steps as might lead to an official 
inquiry into the subject, and he urged as a reason 
for his request, that hitherto he had had no oppor- 
tunity of meeting the charges. The Lord Chancellor 
in the exercise of his discretion refused this request ; 
and had he confined his reply to this, Lord Chtnri- 
carde, though he might regret, and might suffer by 
the decision, would have no just cause of complaint ; 
but, most strangely the Lord Chancellor in his 
reply insinuated, and suggested that Lord Clan- 
ricarde might have answered these charges in the 
course of the proceedings in Chancery, and that he 
had failed to use the opportunity of so doing. The 
Lord Chancellor, when he wrote bis letter, must 
have forgotten with what unusual vehemence he had, 
himself, in the course of this very trial, protested 
against hearing the Counsel of one of the parties to 



-the suit, becase his intereat was only that of a 
trustee for the principal defendant. It is not respect- 
fill to imag;ine that his Lordship would have re- 
ceived with more indulgence any attempt at explana- 
tion on the part of Lord Clanricarde, who was only 
a witness* 

Failing in this attempt, Lord Clanricarde ad- 
dressed himself to the Lord Lieutenant, but the Lord 
Lieutenant did not think himself authorised to in- 
quire into charges, which, though gravely affecting 
private character, did not involve official misconduct. 
Under these circumstances Lord Clanricarde made 
an affidavit, which has been tiled in the Court of 
Chancery in Ireland, meeting in detail the principal 
chaises made against him, and which he confi- 
dently submits to the judgment of alt those, who have 
the patience to peruse it carefully, and the candour 
to correct by the new &ct8 now presented to them, 

* The following is the reported interruption of Counsel re- 
ferred to. The Lord Chancellor .- " For whom do you appear 
Sergeant O'Brien?" Sergeant O'Brien: " f or the Exeoutora 
under the Will of Mrs. Handcock." The Lord Chancellor : 
' It does appear to me to be the oddest thing in the world why 
you should take such trouble upon yourself to defend this cose, 
when it has been pki^d by the Court in the hands of a Solici- 
tor, who is instructed to defend the Minor's right. I wish from 
all my heart the Minor had yon for his Counsel ; but what is 
the meaning of this great, this energetic action on the part of 
simple trustees — who have no more interest in the matter than 
I have — I cannot understand. It does strike me that it ia 
very suspicious to see such energy displayed, and for what 
sinister or indirect purpose, I cannot tell." 



the erroneoua imiweBBiDiis whidi eweefring- and un- 
jcrupulouB accusations, and unfair criticism may 
have left on their minda. 

The object of these pages is to lay before the 
puhhc a short plain statement of this painftil casC} 
that every one may judge for himself between the 
accused, and the accusers. But it is necessary to go 
jomewhat into details, because it is upon the unfair 
colouring' given to details, most of which are incident 
to ordinary social life, that it is attempted to sustain 
the accusations made against Lord Clanricarde. 

The great mass of readers, who have only read 
he report, the speeches of the Counsel, and the 
urticles in the newspapers, have doubtless no very 
Jistinct idea of what was charged ; certainly not 
:he smallest idea of how little was really proved, 
rheir prevailing impression probably is, that Lord 
Dlanricarde's object, for some years of his life, was 
]o obtain for an illegitimate child of bis own, the 
nheritance of Mr. HandcocFs family ; that to obtain 
his object he stooped to extort fi?om Mr. Handcock 
)n his deathbed, and afterwards from his daughters, 
;he necessary deeds and instruments ; that he actually 
lonnived at, and encouraged a long course of treat- 
nent and neglect, which shortened the lives of those 
vhostood between the boy and the coveted inheritance, 
md that the recent compromise of the suit was an 
ittempt on the part of Lord Clanricarde to withdraw 
rom public observation and censure actions which 
(rould not bear the light. These are grave chai^;ea, 



and every one must feel, that mudi more than the 
character of any one mdiridual is in pml, if such 
dWges are to be taken for truth, on no better 
authority than the speech of an advocate, or a smart 
article in a newspaper, and aU men are interested in 
doing, as in duty they are bound to do, the common 
justice of weighing the case dispassionately and 
&irly. 

First of all, the reader is entreated to observe, 
tiliat with the compromise, be it right or wrong, 
Lord Clanricarde has no concern whatever. He had 
neither the will, nor the power to bring it about ; it 
was an arrangement made by the contending pai'ties, 
and sanctioned by the Court, without an; consent 
or interfepeoce whatever on the part of Lord Clan- 
ricarde. 

The circumstances of the Cause of Handcock o. 
Bel&cour are simply these. In 1834, Mr. William 
Henry Hancock married Catherine Josephine Kelly. 
He died in 1843, leaving his wife and three daughters, 
namely^ Josephine, Kathleen, and Honoria. As- 
suming that Mr. Handcock died without male issue, 
these three daughters succeeded as ct^iresses to his 
eetates in Galway, which were of considerable value. 
In 1849, Kathleen died intestate, and the entire 
estates then devolved on her two sisters. Josephine 
by her will gaxe to her sister all her landed estates, 
chained with a legacy of £10,000 for her mother, to 
he paid on the marriage of Honoria ; but on the event 
of Honoria dying without issue, the e^tes were to be 



Delacour, the devisee under the will of the mother. 

The Plaintiff, in the cause, is John Stratford Hand- 
cock, the brother of Wilham Henry Handcockj 
and he claims the whole estates as the heir-at-law 
of Honoria, his niece ; and the object of the suit was 
to set aside the will of Josephine, and certain deeds 
couBrming' the same,, and to set aside the deed of 
29th December, 1851, by which Honoria settled the 
estate on her mother ; on the ground that these in- 
struments had been obtained by the mother by undue 
influence, and fraud. 

The Plaintiff's allegation is, that John Delacour 
was bom in June, 1841, and was the illegitimate 
child of Mrs. Handcock. It is sinipilar that there 
appears to have been no evidence whatever to 
shew that John Delacour was the child of Mrs. 



Handcock. There are many circumatances that- 
make it highly improbable ; and if he was her 
child there was no proof whatever that he was 
illegitimate, for it distinctly appears from the diary 
of Miss Handcock (given in the Appendix), and 
from other evidence, that Mr. and Mrs. Handcock 
lived t<^ther up to April, 1841. But the case 
appears to have been argued throughout, on the 
double assumption of bis being Mrs. Handcock's 
child, and of his iUegidmacy. 

The Plaintiff's case, therefore, was to shew that 
Ht8. Handcock had acquired the estate by means 
of fraud, undue influence, and coercion pract^ed upon 
her daughters Josephine and Honoria. 

It is now necessary to shew bow the name of the 
Marquis of Clanricarde was dragged into this contro- 
versy. 

Lord Clanricarde had been acquainted with Mr. 
and Mrs. Handcock before their marriage, both of 
whom belonged to the county of G-alway. The 
acquaintance continued ; Lord Clanricade was a 
frequent visitor at Carantrily, and Mr. and Mrs. 
Handcock were several times guests at Fortumna. 

When, in 1843, Lord Clanricarde beard that. 
Mr. Handcock lay very ill in London, without 
proper attendance, he called upon him, and. pro- 
cured for him the attendance of an eminent Physi- 
cian, and subsequently of the Clergyman of the parish, 
and he took the daughter Josephine Handcock to 
visit her dying father. After Mr. Handcock's death, 
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aughtera were made wards oi the Iriafa Court 
laacery, and Lord Clanricarde was aj^inted 
he Court Guardian of t^&r ftH^nfi; but of 
le the amonnt of the allowance, and the mods 
ezp^iditure, was Id no way under iiia control, 
settled by tiie Master. As the daughters 
isfflvely come of age, it became necessery &x 
to execute dlBentailing deeds, and Lord Clan- 
ie's name was introduced as a formal parfy, 
lilerwards the daughters, who looked ufXHi Inm 
eir oldest and most intimate friend, asked, and 
ned his advice and assistance in iraming the 
, and instrumentB by which they disposed of 
property. Such is the foundation on which 
•aae made against Lord Claniicarde is boilt. 
]W it could hardly be denied, that the di^o- 
IB made by Josephine Handcock, and Honoria 
Icock of their {^operty, are, in themselves, not 
tural, or improper, and such, as, if done of their 
free-will, are primA facie, to be supported. The 
itiiF was therefore diiven to the necessity of en- 
suring to make against Mrs. Handcock a strong 
]f finud, and oppresfflon, in order to set these 
iments aside ; and, as it appeared that the two 
[iters had consulted Lord Clanricarde, and 
o that extent, been protected against any undue 
nee on the part of the mother, it became 
sary, for the success of l^e Flamtiff's cause, to 
rther, and to make out, that Lord Clanricarde 
oot a disinterested and honest inend of the 
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ixaghten, but that he was a con^irator, in league 
witli tbe mother, to obtain from them the property 
vfaich they bad inherited from their father. 

In attempting- to set np sach a case as this, it was 
obvious that aome plausible motive must be assigned, 
for imputing to Lord Clauricarde conduct so un- 
principled and base. 

Hence comes the imputation, that Mrs. Haadcoek 
had, before her marriage, been Xiord Clatiricarde'B 
miBtrese ; that John Delacour was Lord Clan- 
ricarde's son ; that Lord Clanricarde was tbe cause 
of the separation of Mr. end Mrs. Handcock ; and 
that, after Mr. Handoock'a death, he lived on tfflms 
of improper intimacy with her. These chaises, if 
believed, supplied the wanting and important link : 
the Flaintiff^s case thereby became complete. 

This, no doubt, is the manner in which tbe Plain- 
tiff and his fnends were led on, st^ by st«p, fetst to 
insinuate, and then more broadly to make these 
charges against Lord Clanricarde. Indeed, the 
steps can almost be traced in the pleadings in the 
cause. The pleader, drawing the Cause-Petition,* 
who, at first, " begs leave, for the present, to omit 
'^ the name or title of the person of exalted rank and 
" station ;" soon finds it necessary for his case to 
speak plainer, and " John de Burgh alias Delacour,^ 
and the frequent repetition of Lord Clanricarde's 
name, supply the omission in the earlier paragraphs ; 

* It miut be obserred, that the Fetitioii ia not a statement 
made upon oath. 
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and at last courage la taken towards the end of the 
Petition, to charge, that Lord Clunricarde took great 
interest in the welfare and advancement of this boy, 
" the illegitimate child of a person of exalted rank 
and station." 

All the accusations made ^^inst Lord Clanricarde 
do, in fact, rest on this corner-stone; viz., the 
allegation that he was the father of John Delacour ; 
and a very hrief examination of the evidence will 
show, how feebly this charge is supported, how 
conclusively it is disproved. 

The manner in which the case was opened, and 
presented to the Court, or rather to the audience in 
the gallery, by Counsel, is fresh in the recollection of 
those who read the report of the trial. 

Everything, which legal subtlety, and eloquence 
could do, was done, to injure the character of Lord 
Clanricarde, by the closest critacism of the expres- 
sions used in his affidavit, and the most ingenious 
comments on his omission to meet in detail some of 
the imputations which the Plaintiff's Counsel thought 
it his duty to make. It is no doubt easy now to see, 
that it would have been better, had Lord ClaQncarde 
taken the pains more closely to inquire into, and 
more precisely to deny the charges about to be made- 
agunst him ; but it must be borne constantly in mind, 
that he was a witness, and only a joitnesa ; that he 
had no opportunity of explanation, and thut a con- 
siderable part of the material, on which the Attorney- 
General relied, was contained in affidavits made sub- 
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Beqiiently to Lord Clanricarde's deposition of the 
contenta, of which affidavits he was ignorant^ and 
which he had no opportunity of answering'. 

Now the only evidence, if it can be called evidence, 
that Lord Clanricarde was the father of the boy 
Delacour (for it is Bbewn on oath that Lord Clanri- 
cardeneverheardhewas called DeBurg-h, nor did any 
visitors of Mrs. Handcock, professional or others, 
hear it) is to be found in an affidavit of Mr. Elias 
Bobinson Handcock, filed on the 9th December,: 
1854. That affidavit states, that Mrs. Handcock- 
had before her marriage been Lord Clanricarde's 
mistress; that from this, and from political motives, 
he contrived and promoted the marriage. That the 
husband, William Henry Handcock, had in 1841, 
or 1842 told him, Elias Robinson Handcock, that 
he was satisfied that I^ord Clanricarde had an 
improper intimacy with his wife, at Portumna 
Castle, on the occasion of a visit paid there by Mr. 
and Mrs. Handcock, the date of which visit is fixed 
by other evidence in the last week of September^ 
1840. As for the charge that Mrs. Handcock had 
been Lord Clanricarde's mistress, before her mar- 
riage, and that on that account he contrived or pro- 
moted her marriage with Mr. Handcock, that is 
disposed of by Lord Clanricarde's denial on oath, 
and is wholly unsupported by any evidence. It 
remains to deal with the main part of the charge, 
that the boy, John Delacour, was the fruit of the 
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adulterow intercourse alleged to hare taken place 
at FortamDa, in September, 1840. 

The pleadings did not contain one word about 
this visit to Portunma. There was nothing to call 
l^e attention of Lord Ctanricarde to it^ nothing to re- 
fresh his memory upon an occurrence bo little remark- 
able. It is, tfaer^ore, not surprising that when he 
made ha 6rBt affidavit, long before this affidavit of 
Blias Handoock, he had forgotten (so slight vras 
the impression that this visit had left on his mind) 
that Mr. and Mrs. Handcock had been at Fortumna 
in the autumn of 1840 ; and he believed, and stated 
his " belief" that he had not sem Mrs. Handcock 
from '^ about August,'^ 1840, until the summer or 
autumn of 1841. Further evidence has shewn 
tiiat ha recollection was inaccurate as to the exact 
time of his having last seen her, in 1840, and it 
became necessary to meet more fully, and explicitly 
this imputation attempted to be supported by this 
inaccuracy. This has now been done by frirther 
evidence since produced, which sets the matter at 
rest 

It wUl be remembered that the charge rests on 
the statement of tS.r. Elias Handcock, of the 
suspicions expressed to him by his brother. Now, 
fortunately for Ae ends of truth and justice, the 
statement made by Mr. Elias Handcock does not 
gtop there, but he goes on to say that his brother 
told him that his suspicion was aroused by the 
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drcumetance^ that during^ this visit at Portumna^ 
Josephine Handcoek, who usually slept in the same 
room with her mother^ occupied a separate apart- 
ment. 

Now this is completely refuted hy the affidavit 
(given in the Appendix,) of Mrs. Kennedy, the 
housekeeper of the late Countess of Clanricarde 
(who with her eetablishment then occupied Por- 
tumna). Mrs. Kennedy swears that she made the 
arrangements for receiving the guests iu 1840, and 
that Mias Handcoek 8lq>t not only in the same 
roomj but also in the same bed, with her mother, 
during the whole of Uieir visit. 

Mrs. Kennedy, moreover, states circumstaneea 
which shew that the connexion between Mr. Hand- 
cock and Sophie had already caused domestic dis- 
turbances^ and which impressed the visit upon her 
memory.* 

It is plain therefore that either the witness has 
misrepresented what the husband said, or that the 
husband, after his separation from his wife (upon 
which occasion he had not made the slightest in- 
sinuation of infidelity against her), made this un- 
founded statement, now bo plainly contradicted. 
To meet this evidence, so suspicious and so incon- 
sistent, there is Lord Glaoricarde's fuller aflSdavit, 
in which he has denied on oath, that during any 
such visit, or at any time during that year or at any 

* Tide Appendix, B. 
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time afterwards, any improper intimacy occurred 
between him and Mrs. Handcock, and he subse- 
quently as solemnly says, that John Delacour was 
not and could not have been his child. 

The result is, that there is on one side the precise 
denial on oath by the Marquis of Clanricarde, sup- 
ported by the clear and positive affidavit of Mrs. 
Kennedy ; on the other the statement of Mr. Elias 
Handcock, that his brother had made this complaint 
to him. It is only charitable to suppose, that Mr. 
Elias Handcock did not himself attach much credit 
to this complaint, or he would hardly have ^ven 
to Mrs. Handcock the countenance and support 
which he afforded to her after her husband's death, 
as will be seen at a later part of this narrative. 
■ Whatever Mr. Handcock may have said to Mr. 
Elias H. Handcock, there can be no doubt he spoke 
to others of Lord Claaricarde, in terms which no 
injured husband would use, and while often com- 
plaining of his wife upon other g^unds, did not 
even hint a suspicion of her infidelity. 

Two letters beariug' upon this point are given 
iu the Appendix (C). They are selected from a 
quantity of similar evidence, because they are written 
by gentlemen who are not personally known to 
Lord Clanricarde. 

It is not irrelevant to observe here, that no proof 
whatever has been adduced, that the boy Delacour 
is the son of Mrs. Handcock. There are circum- 



Btancra which make it improbahle that she was de- 
livered of a child, ae aBserted, in June, 1841. She 
left her husband's house only in the previous April ; 
she then proceeded to Galway, where she remained, 
Tiaitdng; at different houses in the neighbourhood, 
until the third of June, the last month of her sup- 
posed pregnancy. Persons of undoubted credi- 
bility and position were in the habit of seeing her at 
different hours, and they declare, that from the 
observations they had opportunities of making, they 
cannot believe Mrs. Handcock was then in the 
family-way. 

On her death-bed she did not acknowledge the 
boy to be her son, but said she had " adopted " him ; 
and when urged by her solicitor, for the boy's sake, 
to state his age, she replied " she must first look at 
her papers," but afterwards said, " say he will be 
twelve next June." But if it should prove true 
that the boy is her child, bom in June, 1841, it must 
be difficult to contend, that he is not the legal heir 
of Mr. Handcock's estate. 

The separation of Mr. and Mrs. Handcock, in the 
spring of 1841, was caused, partly by quarrels about 
money, but mainly by his improper connexion with 
the French maid Sophie,— mentioned in Mrs. Ken- 
nedy's affidavit Not a particle of evidence can be 
found to support the statement made by Counsel, 
that Lord Clanricarde was tbe cause of this separa- 
tion. 

Mr. Handcock continued to receive Lord Clan- 



ricarde when they happened to meet, and corre- 
responded with him, on the ordinary friendly terWB 
of their long acquaintanceship. And, although for- 
mally separated irom his wife, and Hvh^ wHh the 
maid 8oi^e, he frequently visited, and occasionally 
dined with Mrs. Handcock, who, with her daughters, 
resided at Paris ; and thus matters remained, until 
the summer of 1843. 

In July, 1843, Mr. Handcock was in London, 
in the last stage of a pulmonary consumption. The 
Freuch maid, Sophie, was still with him, none of 
his ikmily were about him ; no one attended him 
except Mr. Langan, whose acquaintance he had 
formed at Paris. 

Lord Clanricarde hearing of this, went to visit 
him, and finding him in a state of great iUness and 
depression (for he was under fear of arrest for debt) 
he procurred fot him the attendance of Dr. Paris, 
and subsequently of Mr. Irons, the rector of the 
parish ; steps represented by the Plaintiff's Counsel 
as fraught with great suspicion, and indicating the 
sinister design of promoting the interest of the 
boy John Delacour, of whose existence Lord 
Clanricarde was not at this time aware. He further 
took the friendly step (in which, however, the keen 
eye of the Plaintiffs Counsel can trace plain evi- 
dence of treachery and fraud) of bringing the 
daughter Josephine to the bed of her dying father, 
whom she attended afterwards. 
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It has been sfud that Lord Clanricarde intruded 
himself npon Mr. Handcock, against Mr. H.'a 
wishes, and excluded his relations. There exists now 
no other witness to testify to the correctness of this 
accusation than Dr. Paris. Lord Clanricarde has 
therefore applied to him to state his recollection 
upon this point; and ihe following is Dr. Parle's 
reply. 

My dear Lord, 

In your letter of the 80th of March, you eay it has been 
alleged that, " in Mr. Handcocb'a last illuees you intruded 
yourself^ and excluded his relatives from his presence, for your 
own porpoees," andyou aak me oertainqueetions, bearing upon 
that charge, which I shall proceed to answer ; but allow me on 
my own account to premise that, in this transactiDti I was in 
no way under any direct or implied obligation of eecresy, aa 
Tety unjustly indicated by the Irish Counsel. 

It is Tery true that a Mr. D'Arcy called at my house, and 
with what I considered au unbecoming importunity, urged me 
to inform him of Mr. Haudcock'a rendence ; I declined doing 
so on my own responsibility, and I deny the right of any one 
to question my discretioii. Is it to be borne that a stranger 
should have the right of knocking at the door of a Physician, 
and of demanding the address of any Patient who may be under 
his care, and if refused to regard it as a grievance, and to attri- 
bute improper motives for such refusal f only look to what 
misc^ef such a breach of confidence might possibly lead. I 
state this general^ on behalf of the medical profession ; in the 
special case under consideration, I have no occasion to shelter 
myself nnder so general a proposition, for, in my very next 
visit to Mr. Handcock I told him of Mr. D'Arcy's importunity, 
and asked him his pleasure as to my giving him bis address. 
His BOBwer was, " No — pray keep him away." I afterwards 



was told that Mr. D'Arc^ discovered the residence of Mr. 
Handcock hj tracing my carriage. 

To say whether at this, or at some subsequent visit, he 
alluded to seeing your Lordship, my memory does not serve, 
but I can confidently state, that he did express to me hia read!- 
neaa to receive you, either on one or the other of these occa* 
sions ; and that your presence in the sick chamber could not 
have been an unwelcome, or unexpected intniaion ; but I feel 
it a great grievance that, after the lapse of ao many years, my 
memory should be taxed as to circum stances, which, however 
important they may have become, appeared to me at the time 
trivial, and unworthy of record. It is therefore very possible 
that I may have fallen into certain errors of omUnon, but cer- 
tainly not of committion. Of the statement I have above given 
you I have a perfect recollection. I believe I have thus answered 
the queetions contained in your Lordship's letter, and I forbear 
making any further remark, except to reiterate what I lately 
stated in the " Times," that I have not the slightest recollection 
of any written paper, said to be seen in my hand, in the presence 
of yourself, Mrs. Haudcock, and her daughter. 
Believe me, my dear Lord, 

Tour faithful servant, 
(Signed) J. A, Faais. 

Dover Street, April 5th, 1S55. 

Previously to Lord Clanricarde's visit, and entirely 
without his knowledge or advice, Mr. Handcock had 
made a will in which he left hia wife and his sieter joint 
gTiardians of the persons of his daughters. He left a 
legacy of £3000 to his mistress, Sophie, and he ap- 
pointed Mr, Langan sole trustee, and guardian of the 
fortunes of his daughters, and sole executor of his will. 

By this laBt provision all Mr. Handcock's family 



})apers were placed in Mr. Lang-an's sole cuetddy. 
To this Mrs. Handcock objected ; and Mr. Hand' 
cock was advised to sign, aiid did execute the 
followiog codicil, the original of which, is now in 
Doctors' Commons. 

" I declare this to be a Codicil to my last Will 
" and Testament, by which I appoint my wife, 
" Catherine Haudcock, to be a joint-executrix 
** thereto." 

This, it is evident, in no way affected Mr. Hand- 
cock's fortune, or the guardianship of his children. 

The bulk of his estates was settled ; and Mr. 
Langan has informed the world that the personal 
property was not suflScient to defray the funeral 
expenses, still less to pay his creditors, and the £2000 
legacy to Sophie. Mrs. Handcock never- proved 
the Will, or acted as executrix, and the Codicil re- 
mained a dead letter. Let U9 see then what were 
the practical results of Lord Clanricarde's visits 
and interference, and how far was the statement of 
the then Attorney-General accurate, or justifiable, 
when he said that '^through Lord Clanricarde's in- 
" Btrumentality the discarded wife was made the 
" sole guardian of the daughters." The wife, who 
had never been " discarded," in the usual sense of 
the term, had already by a Will, with which Lord 
Clanricarde had no more to do than the then 
Attorney-General himself, been appointed joint, 
not " sole," guardian of the daughters, by the free 
act of her busbandj and the result of Lord Clanri- 
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carde'a interference is of so lit^e consequence, that 
the Codicil has ever since remained a perfectly dead 
letter. 

Fortunately there have heen discovered among 
Mrs. Handcock's papers, some remarkahle letters 
hearing on this part of the subject, two of which are 
suhmitted to the reader, one from Mr. Langan, the 
other from EUaa Handcock— hoth addressed to Mrs. 
Handcock. The first, from Mr. Langan, hearing 
date Idth June, 1843, shews beyond all cavil that 
the Will by which Mrs. Handcock was appointed 
guardian, was not owing to any act or influence of 
Lord Clanricarde ; and this is confirmed by other 
letters of Mr. Langan.* 

Copy. 

(Pmate and eonfidential.) 

15, Bvry Street, 5th June, 1843. 
Sear MadAin, 
Under the influence of great cmziety caused hj the reports 
made to me of Handcock's health by Mr. Gibson, I wrote to 
f ou on Monday and Tueeday, and have now the great pleasure 
to inform you that your husband appears to me Tery much bet* 
ter, BO much so, that he was up and dressed yesterday, and in 
better spirits than I have seen him for some time. I have the 
great satisfaction to add that he has cancelled the Dublin Will, 
and signed another yesterday afternoon, appointing you, in Am 
mon handwriting, the guardian and protectress of your children. 
It is but justice to Mr. Haudcock, and I am sure it will be a 
satisfaction to yourself to know, tfaat after the conrersation 

* This is the parson who has complained in a letter to the 
" Times," that " his name had been vmwarrantably mixed up by 
Lord Clanricarde " in these matters. 
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whicb I mentioned in m; lut, all was done bj Mi. Haodoock 
Umself, tnlAoul eomttlting hit Solicitor, or taty other indtvidtial, 
Mr. Hondcock feels bo much better as to propose retnmtiig to 
Paris, IB a day or two. This I adyised him to do, as owing to 
the report of his being dying, there ia danger, no doubt, of 
arrest. I am also glad that he is going, as Mr. Dai«y wae ex- 
pected here last night ; and the sooner, nnder all the eircump 
stances, he leares, the better. No iitdioidual Jenowt or will know 
that the Duhlut Will haa been eaneelled, 1 have the original, 
signed in Dublin, and will shew it to you on my return. 

In thia matter I have fiilly acted up to my promise, to be 
useful to the best of my power to you and your children, and I 
will now urge upon you with all the earnestness in my power, 
the absolute necessity of the greatest circumspection and 
secresy. I have now done all that depended on me— your dia* 
cretion will do the rest. I hare the honour to remain. 
Dear Madam, 

Your obedient servant, 



The other letter is prodjiced in order to enable the 
reader to give to the evidence of Mr. Elias Hand- 
cock ita just weigfht. He has not been contented 
with charges of adultery and fraud, but he swears 
broadly that he did then, and does now, suspect that 
his brother was poiaoned by Mrs. Handcock, as- 
sisted of course by Lord Clanricarde, and by the 
protessional aid of Dr. Paris, who had attended the 
dying man at Lord Clanricarde's request. The fol- 
lowing is the letter which he, the confidant of his 
brother's supposed conjugal misfortunes, wrote 
within eight days of that brother's death, to this 
'' discarded wife," this adulteress and poisoner. 
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July I2lh, 1843, 
Mjr dear Mm. Handcocb, 

I forgot to mention to you that I asked the man Laugan 
for the "Will, and hia reason for not complying with your re- 
quest to shew it to you ; he said that Mr. Lynch had it ; but 
he holds the one made in bvour of D'Arey, which poor William 
eoneeivtd he eaneelled. I asked him the address of the woman 
Sophie — he refused to give it me, which I was glad of, as I 
merely put the question lo try him. The more I think of it, 
the more I conceive you ought to leave no clue untried to set 
aaide the Will. William told mo the marriage-settlementa 
could be set aside, and snapping hia fingers, said " They are not 
worth that." Thia, I think, he told me he had through Nolao, 
aa he did not know Gibson at the time. In law every thing is 
possible, but I must confess, it appears to me very improbable. 
However, he might have aaid the aame to this man Langan, and 
if so, he haa a desperate atake to play for, to have you. You 
must recollect I had but twenty-four houra to get those settle- 
ments prepared, and had nothing to go by but a most incorrect 
and garbled statement furnished by Eaton; still, I do think they 
are guite eafe ; however, if this Will is broken by imputation 
of undue influence, conspiracy, or otherwise, and you get up the 
Will he cancelled to D'Arcy (whether the original or not, the 
intention is shewn), nothing then stands in the way of you, 
and your children coming in for all, even if such was the case 
as William represented to me twelve months ago. Excuse me 
troubling you about what in no way concerns myself, your legal 
advisers will direct you. 

Believe me, yours sincerely, 
E. B. HuiDcooE. 

The conversation between William and me occurred in conse- 
quence of his Baying he was going to sell part of the property, 
which I conceived was under settlement. I thought he alluded 
to the Turhoy instead of the Caitoun estate. 
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Let auy one contrast this letter with his affidavit^ 
and then say what character is safe, if upon auch 
evidence, such accusations as Lord Clanricarde has 
been subjected to, are to be adopted by the public. 
It has been shewn that Lord Cknricarde's visits to 
Mr. Handcock, in that gentleman's last illness, had 
not, and could not have had any sinister motive ; 
that they had no effect whatever upon the fortune, 
or the guardianship of the Miss Handcocks; and 
that the only practical result of Lord Oanricarde's 
interference was, that Mr. Handcock was attended 
in his last hours by au eminent physician, a clergy* 
man, his fiivourite daughter, and by his wife. 

After the death of Mr. Handcock, his daughters 
were made wards of the Court of Chancery, and 
from this circumstance, in a great degree, arose 
that conne:cion of Lord Clanricarde with their affairs, 
which has brought upon him so much calumny. 

Mr. Handcock's family, who were stout Protes- 
tants, had always objected to his marriage on the 
ground of difference of religion, Miss Kelly being a 
Roman Catholic ; and Mrs, D'Arcy, Mr. Handcock's 
sister, perhaps, on this ground, (certainly not upon 
any alleged infidelity) appears to have opposed the 
nomination of the mother as guardian. However, 
notwitbatanding religious differences, Mr. "VVra. E. 
Handcock, a cousin, and even Mr. Elias R. Hand- 
cock, the brother, (who now says, he knew her at 
the time to be an adulteress, and beUeved her to be 
a murderess), supported the nomination of Mrs. 



adcock, aa gfoardian of the persons of the children^ 
supported also the nomination of Lord Clan- 
rde as guardian of their fortune. It is needless 
ay, that Lord Clanricarde took no part in these 
ily squabbles ; he consented to acce^ the nominal 
» of guardian of the fortunes of the three 
ghters, not wishing to refuse such protection to 
3e young ladies, whom he had koovn from their 
mcy, and in whom he felt a sincere interest The 
26 was only nominal; the Court of Chancery 
ulated the allowance, end its mode of expendi- 
9 ; and nothing occurred, requiring observation 
the part of Lord Clauricarde, until the time when 
eldest daughter came of age. 
[lie daughters Josephine and Kathleen, having 
h attained the age of 91 years, executed, in 1847, 
ordinary deeds for barring the entail, so as to 
uire the absolute power over their shares of the 
ites, and it is made matter of grave accusation 
inat Lord ClaDricarde, that bis name was used 
ead of an Attorney's, as a formal party in these 
ruments. Such a charge is too absurd to re- 
'e a serious answer. It is sufficient to say that 
this, and throughout, the very circumstances 
ch are relied on as proofe of fraud, are to any 
iid mind convincing proofs of Lord Clanricarde's 
esty of purpose. Clumsy, indeed, is the con- 
ator who unnecessarily perpetuates the evidence 
lis conspiracy, and any man taking part in a 
saction of which he had reason to be ashamed. 
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would have taken good care that his name should 
not be inserted in the instrument, when the name 
of an Attorney's clerk or a servant, would have 
answered equally well. 

After her hushand's death, Mrs. Handcock re- 
sided chieBy at Paris, where, in the Place Veudome, 
she had a permanent apartment. The kind of edu- 
cation she afforded her daughtei-s may be learned 
from Josephine's diary. After the French Revo- 
lution Mrs. Handcock quitted Paris, and in 1849, 
she was at Kingston, near Dublin. The daughters 
exhibited early symptoms of predisposition to 
consumption, the disease of which they all died ; and 
Kathleen became so ill that she was ordered by the 
doctors to iry the climate of Bevonshire. She died, 
however, in the autumn of that year. Lord Clanri- 
carde received from Josephine a request that be 
would go to see them at Budleigh Salterton. He 
did so, and was consulted by Kathleen as to the 
disposition of her property. The effect, and result 
of bis advice was, that Kathleen, who expressed a 
wish to leave a considerable legacy to her mother, 
finally made no Will, but allowed her share of the 
estate to devolve upon her sisters, and left it to 
them to execute the wishes she had expressed, as 
they might think fit. Here then, at least, if Lord 
Clanrictffde had in view the purpose ascribed to 
him, was one opportunity suffered to pass unim- 
proved. 

After Kathleen's death the &mily returned to 
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I)ublin, and in March, 1861, Josephine, who felt 
herself dying*, wrote a most urgent letter to Lord 
Clanricarde, telling* him her condition, and prayings 
htm to come and see her and assist her in the ar- 
rangement of her affairs. Lord Clanricarde com- 
plied with this request, and the result was the Will 
which has been made the subject of eo much com- 
ment. 

The remarks that have been made on Lord Clan- 
ricarde being named one of the executors might 
be safely passed over in silence. It is proved 
beyond doubt, that the names of the executors, left 
in blank when the Will was written, were delibe- 
rately inserted by Josephine's own hand in Lord 
Clanricarde's absence, and it is not suggested that 
Lord Clanricarde sought, or obtained any personal 
benefit. The substance of the charge is that the 
secrecy attending the preparation of the Will, the 
absence of professional assistance, and the unusual 
part taken in the matter by Lord Clanricarde, are 
facts pregnant with suspicion of fraud, and undue 
influence practised for the benefit of John Delacour. 
Now, what is the issue on this part of the case ? 
It is not whether the Will was a wise or prudent 
instrument, but whether it was Josephine's own free 
act. Not whether Lord Clanricarde's advice, (if 
advice he gave, which he denies) or his aid in the 
business was judicious, but whether it was honest, 
and whether Josephine had any desire, which Lord 
Clanricarde controlled, to leave any portion of her 
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property diiferently from the proTisionB of her Will, 
and Codicil,* or to any person, or persons, other 
than her sister and her mother. 

We have never heard the slightest reason for any 
such presumption. Josephine always evinced the 
strongest affection for her mother, especially upon 
the question of guardianship, and she never exhibited 
any for her paternal relatives. 

The then Attorney General appears to have been 
unable to believe that " a Cabiuet Minister," would 
undertake the trouble of a journey to Dublm, on a 
mere errand of friendship. Strange as it may seem 
to him, this was the case. But then, it is asked, 
why no professional adviser ? Because, as Lord 
Clanricarde has stated in his affidavit, Josephine 
wished to keep secret the contents of her Will, and to 
avoid any annoying, and ill-timed discussion with 
her mother, who she knew desired to inherit abso- 
lutely the whole of her property. She wasconvinced 
her mother would soon gather from an Attorney 
the purport of her Will. Six months predoua she 
had asked Lord Clanricarde to make, or get made, 
her Will. He then refused to meddle in it, because 
she was then not confined by illness, and she might 
have, if she pleased, abundant opportunities for seeing 
a respectable Solicitor (of whom she was acquainted 

* The ground on which Tuam Cathedral stands, and the 
adjoining premises, are part of the Handcock estate, and are 
held by a terminable lease. The Codicil bequeathed them in 
perpetuity for the uses of the Cathedral, 
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"with two or three) unknown to her mother^ or to 
any one else. She had made a similar request to 
Sir Thomas Burke^ who refused on similar 
grounds. But when this request was repeated 
upon what appeared to he her death-hed^ (she 
lingered for three months longer)^ the circumstances 
were altered^ and Lord Glanricarde then consented 
to write her Will from her dictation^ and promised 
to keep the contents of it secret. This engagement 
he strictly performed. It was from Josephine her- 
self that Mrs. Handcock suhsequently learned the 
tenor of the Will ; and that lady, far from thinking 
that he had stood her friend in the affair, afterwards 
expressed to him, and to others, her dissatisfaction 
at the dispositions therein made. 

Josephine was twenty-six years of age when she 
made her testamentary arrangements. She was 
highly intelligent, and been conversant with business 
and pecuniary transactions for at least six or seven 
years; and no impartial person who knew the 
family will dispute, and we hope no impartial reader 
will doubt, that her Will contains the faithful ex- 
pression of her own free and unbiassed wishes. 

It remains to notice the deed executed by Honoria, 
on 20th Dec. 1851. 

It appears that in the autumn of that year, 
Honoria stated to Lord Clanricarde, her desire to 
put her estate at her mother's disposal at once. 
Lord Clanricarde pointed out to her the imprudence 
of taking such an irrevocable step, which, in case of 
her marriage or other change of circumstances, she 
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might live to repent ; and^ in answer to her request 
that he would act as Trustee of the Deed then con- 
templated^ he positively refused to have anything to 
do with it^ unless Honoria reserved to herself a 
power of revoking the Deed. A power of revoca- 
tion was accordingly inserted^ and the Deed thud 
became a sort of anticipated Will^ which Lord 
Clanricarde thought Honoria, who talked at the 
time of going to Madeira, intended it should be. 
Honoria was at this time twenty-three years of age j 
she was conversant with pecuniary business; she 
knew the effect of Josephine's Will, and of Kathleen's 
intestacy ; impartial witnesses depose to her intelli- 
gence, and to the determination of her character ; and 
there can be no rational doubt that she understood 
the effect of the Deed she chose to execute, and the 
power of revocation it contained, as well as did 
either Lord Clanricarde, or the Attorney who drew 
it. 

It was proved, that, after the death of her mother^ 
whom she survived nine months, she conversed upon 
her powers, and her property with Solictors, friends, 
a lawyer, and a clergyman, and that she discussed^ 
and resisted various suggestions, and solicitations 
respecting the exercise of her power. Letters from 
her to her mother, which will be given presently^ 
shew that she had friends beyond the small circle 
with whom her mother, her sisters, and herself had 
been intimate. Lord Clanricarde never saw her 
during these nine months ; and we confidently ask 
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can any reasonable peraon attribute to undue in- 
fluence, or coercion on his part, the disposition of 
her estate, left by this young woman when she died 
at the age of twenty-five. 

The reader therefore will perceive that the conse- 
quences of Lord Clanricarde's interference, instead 
of being of the character described by Counsel, and 
by newspapers, were as follows : — That Mrs. Hand- 
cock was made a joint executrix of her husband's 
Will, an office she did not think it worth while to 
accept ; That Kathleen, instead of leaving a legacy 
to her mother, left her estate to devolve, in ordinary 
course of law, upon her sisters ; That Josephine was 
enabled for some time to keep fi'om her mother's 
knowledge the dispositions which she wished to 
make of her property ; and that, finally, Honoria 
retained to the hour of her death the power, as 
regarded all her estate, of overthrowing by a stroke 
of her pen, the arrangement which it has been as- 
serted Lord Clanricarde had for years conspired, and 
toiled to effect. 

It forms no part of Lord Clanricarde's case, it is 
not necessary for the vindication of his character, to 
disprove the accusations made against Mrs. Hand- 
cock. It was enough for him to state, as he has 
stated, that he had no cognizance or suspicion that 
her daughters were subjected to cruelty, unkindness, 
or neglect. We will add to his statement some 
evidence on the subject. The best possible will be 
found in Josephine's Diary, given iu the appendix, 
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and to which we hare already referred, and in the 
following' letters irom Honoria. 

These letters bear no date. But the circum* 
stances mentioned in them, shew that they were 
written early in 1861. 

Mji deoreet Mamma, 

Dr. Stokes has seen Fbine (Joaephine), and thinka her 
better. She takes her jelly constantly. Mrs. Ball came her- 
self, and afterwards wrote a dote to invite us to dinner,—-! 
suppose to meet the Bellews. Bimkelliu and Tom Burke 
came this evening to pay a visit, but were not admitted ; also, 
Mr. Grace and Segrave. Several persons have come to take 
these apartments, amongst others Mrs. Crosin, who wants them 
for six months. Josephine sends her love, and hopes you will 
eome back eery toott. I fear you will feel much fatigued after 
your long journey. Thomas says he will tell no more lies 
about your absence after to-day — I will write again to-morrow. 
Believe me, dearest Mamma, your affectionate, 
Hoifoau. HAirncocE. 
Poor Lord Burghereh ia dead. 



My dearest Mamma, 

"We drove out to-day — Josephine ia pretty well, her 
cough is better. If you wait for the Fair of Clare, you will of 
course, be too late for the Drawing-room, as it takes place on 
Thursday next. Do you really think of going f Josephine 
wishes very much you would come back on Monday, Do, 
dearest Mamma, wFit« to us to-morrow, and say what you would 
like us to do, as the time is so short- I am sorry to hear the 
house* is so uncomfortable, and hope it may not increase your 

• Of Carantrily. 



coogb. Dr. Mae Hide u gone to preach in EnglAiid. So i/ix: 
Moore is not jet married. 

I remain, my dear Mamma, your affectionate daughter, 

HOHOBIA HaKSOOCK. 

The podt-mark of " Duoleer, April 11, 1851," is 
upOD the next, which was written at Barmeath, 
Lord Beliew's cotrntry-honse. 

My dearest Mamma, 

iim. Ball tells me you are going to change the epart- 
menta. The key of the press in my room I hare got, but it had 
nothii^ psrtieular in it, and I would prefer removing its con- 
teats mysdf. I am afraid you hare a great deal of fatigue and 
tzouble. How is dear Pbine (Josephine} P Tell her I would 
have written to her, but am at a loss for news at this moment, 
and know only subjects on which it is easier to speak than to 
write. "We are going to Dundalk to-morrow to visit Mrs.Wil- 
loughby Moore, before her departure fbr England, and hope to 
see you botli on Monday, looking better than when I last had 
that pleasure. Nothing can equal the kindness of Lord and 
Lady Bellew, and of aU the family, including Mrs. Ball. / 
Aope you are aj^eetionate to John,* and that Ae u not mubbed 
too much. 

Believe me, your dutiful child, 

HoNOBU. 

We think that no one who has read theae letters 
can believe in the representations of an unhappy 
home, and cruel treatment. The mention of the 
boy Delacour in the last letter of Honoria is strongf 
evidence against the acccnmts of ill-usage which she 

* The minor, John Delacour. 
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is aiud to have suffered at the'handsof thid boy, and 
of her mother^ for the boy's sake. The Diary shews 
that the girls "were taught accomplishments on a 
liberal scale, and were instructed in the duties of 
their religion. 

That there was real affection between Mrs. 
Handcock and her daughters, is abundantly attested 
in the sworn depositions, by witnesses above suspi- 
cion ; and all that medical art, and change of climate 
could do, to stay the progress of the disease which 
was inherent in their constitution, was aSbrded by 
the attendance of some of the first physicians in 
London, Paris, and Dublin, and by their removal to 
Devonshire ^nd 3uBsex. 

One word must be g^ven to the imputation freely 
made, that after Mr. Handcock's death, Lord Clan- 
ricarde was on terms of improper familiarity with 
Mrs. Handcock. It was necessary for the Plain- 
tiff's case to make this charge, and accordingly it 
was without scruple made ; and no doubt the intent 
and effect of the then Attorney-General's speech, 
and the invention of a "latch key" (disavowed 
since by his own Solicitor),* was to convey graphically 
to the public the character of this supposed inter- 
course. When it is remembered that Mrs. Hand- 

* " Gardiner St., 24th Febry., 1866. My dew Sir, In 
" reply to youn of yesterday, I beg to say that the word latch- 
" key does not occur in any of the evidence ; it was uaed in 
" the case, I think, in a figur&tire Hense. Youra, vetj fiuth* 
" ftUly, Bichd. C. M'Nevin. To B. Power, Esq., Solr." 



cock va8, at the time mentioned, between fifty and 
«xty yeara of age, living* in ancontrouled indepen- 
dence, the accusation, contradicted npon oath by 
Lord Glanricarde, becomes simply ridiculous. 

In endeavouring^ to present in a concise and 
readable form, these comments upon a mass of vo- 
luminous evidence, many things may have been 
omitted, many less fully commented on than their 
importance may seem to require. It is believed, 
however, that the result of the evidence is iairly 
stated, and we are fully convinced that the more 
the evidence is sifted, the more clearly will it appear 
that nothing in Lord C^anricarde^s conduct has 
warranted the imputation so ui^'ostly cast upon 
him. 
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APPENDIX A. 

The following Extracts from the Diary of Miss 
Handcock show the mode of life and education 
of the young ladies, and the feelings subsisting' 
~ between them and their mother. The Journal 
■ appears to have been very irregxilarly kept. We 
give all that it contains bearing upon the matters . 
referred to in the foregoing pages. The remainder 
consists mainly of descriptions of places and wghts, 
and of the remarkable persons, and events of Paris 
in the year .1848. This journal was never seen by" 
Lord Clanricarde until after the late triaL 

188S. Passed the summer at " The Convent," 
Lady Burke, Elizabeth, Edward, and Henry, were 
staying off and on with us. Earl Mulgrare, Lord 
lieutenant, visited Galway ; papa and mama 
went to Carantrily to receive him. 

1836. A large party staying at Carantrily at 
Christmas; Lord Clanricarde, Lady Emily Le 
Poer IVench, Sir J. and Lady Burke, James and 
the Hon. Mrs. Lambert, Mr. and Mrs. Persse 
Bozboro*, William Gregory, Mrs. Bedington, 
Pringle, Ijeigh, Granby Calcrafl, &c. 

1838. August 23rd.— The Marquis of Normanby, ' 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, payed bis second visit-. 
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to Carantrily. In Kovember we all got the hooping 
cough at the Salt Hill Hotel. 

Lord Dunkellin, who was to hare passed the 
Chnstmas Holidays at Garantrily, did not come iu 
consequence; as he had never had that moat fatiguing^ 
troublesome complaints 

1840. September. — Papa, tiiama,' and J, pa-ssed 
some days at Fortumna; my first Ti»t anywhere 
with them. Lord Clanricarde brought iis some very 
pretty . turquoise and pearl orhamenta from 3t. 
Fetersbui^h, where tie was Ambaesador. 

Dec. 16.— We left Marino for Canuitrily. 

1841. April find.— We left Garantrily under pe- 
euliarly pain&l drcumstaneea fer GhUway ; mama 
and my unde oociipied one carriage. My usters 
and I followed in another. We dined and slept at 
Nolan's Hotel ; the next day Mrs. Lynch came to 
see MSf and would not leave us' until mama con- 
sented that we should all return wil^ her to Sama, 
where we passed 3 or 4 days. ... We spent some 
time at Furlough, with the Blakes. 

April SOth. — My uncle iaocompailied me 16 Garan- 
trily, where I remained 10 daya with papa, who was 
most kind and affectionate.^ He seemed delighted 
to see me; In a few days Mr. Gromie arrived -'and 
thereby hangs a tale I I left in tjie morning of the- 
day fixed for papa's departure. I took leave of 
him in the dining-room. Well do I remember it, 
before the fire place. His emotion was great, he 
could scarcely speak, he felt much and deeply. . . . 
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God forgive those who separated him from lusianuly, 
aud tore him from his home. He knew it wonld be 
long, hng before we should meet again. I dreamt 
not of the wicked plans that had been laid and pro- 
posed to him by Messrs. C. and K. within the last 
few days ; and so I hoped^ as youth miU hope, that 
all would soon be well again. Alas, alas I He 
handed me into the carriage, kissed my hand a 
moment before it drove off; and when some ancient 
female domestics expressed their sorrow at my de- 
parture, he observed, ''she will soon come back 
again — she will soon return." When next I crossed 
the threshold of my home two years had elapsed, 
and I was an orphan. 

In May, 1841, I paid a visit with mama, at 
Menlough Gastle, and there ^r«f saw old tapestry, 
and reoZ lilies of the valley. 

Srd June. — Left Delan/s Lodge for Dublin. 

9th July.— Removed to Sutton, Howth. 

16th August— Went to Malahide Castle. 

I6th. — ^Went to return a visit, at Howth Castle. 

SOth.— La scarlatine 8*est d^clar^echez Catharina ; 
Sir Philip Cramptm was called in, and the patient 
removed to Dublin. 

Sept. 17.— Left Sutton for No. 3, Brighton. 
Terrace, Monkstown, next door to the Burkes, 
During our residence here Mme. de Belmont at- 
tended as our visiting governess three times a week, 
and w« went to Mrs. Allen's Musical Academy with 
0. Burke twice a week. 
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■ Nov. — We left Ireland on Wednesday, 10th Nov., 
and arrived at Paris, Wednesday, 34th November. 
Paris. 

1848. SOtfa Jan. — Papa came to see usj stayed 
irom 2 to half-past 3. 

1st Feb.— We all went to the Italian Opera to 
hear Don Giovanni. 

4th.— Mama signed a lease, by which she became 
tenant to Mme. la Baronne de Fontalba for an 
apartment in her hotel, S2, Place Yendome, for four 
years. Papa dined with ijs, and remained until 11 
o'clock. I never saw him in better health, he pro- 
mised to come and see us often, and embraced us 
affectionately when going away. 

13th.— Papa paid us a visit, and accompanied us 
to our new apartments, the other end of the Flace, 
He seemed to takfi a lively interest in the dispon- 
tion and arrangement of the rooms, throughout 
which he walked several times, admiring the paper, 
mirrors, mantlepieces, &c. 

17th.— Papa paid us another visit, and stayed a 
long time. 

SDth. — Papa came to see us, made inquiries as to 
our studies, occupations, recreations, &c. &c. seemed 
much pleased at our answers. 

Mondays. Italian master, 7 to 8 ; music mistress, 
piano and harp, 10 to S ; dancing master, half-past 
2 to 3, 

Wednesdays. Italian master, 7 to 8; music 
mistress, ID to S. 
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Fridays. Italian master, 7 to 8; music mistress 
10 to 2 ;, drawing master, half-past Q to. half-past 3. 

Thursdajrs. French governess, 10 to 1 j drawing 
master, 8 to 4. 

Saturdays. French govemesa, 10 to 1 ; drawii^ 
master, 3 to 4. 

1843. June 11. — ^We all went to Franconi. 

Sunday, July 2nd. — I went with Lord Clanricarde 
to Id, Michael's Place, Brompton ; we walked from 
St. James's Street to Grosvenor Place, and took a 
cah there I remained alone with my be- 
loved father about twenty minutes We re- 
turned to Grosvenor Place in the cab, and walked 
thence home. It was about S o'clock when we 
arrived at Brompton ', papa told me to come next 
day at S o'clock ; the principal subject of conversa- 
tion was the measles. 

Monday Srd. — Mama accompanied me to 
Brompton. The servant maid announced me as 
the "young lady who was here yesterday;" he 
received me afiTectiouately. I went down stairs to 

speak to M he was agitated. I arrived at 

seven minutes past S o'clock. We talked principally 
of education ; he was not so well as the day before ; 
the bowel complaint continued. Dr. Paris arrived 
while I was there ; so did Mr. Langan ; he drank a 
cup of jeUy. I said the portrait on the snuffbox 

was like ; he replied, " I have often thought 

80." I asked at what hour I should come next day 1 
he said, *' Not to-morrow, my love ; " I entreated j 
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he then fixed one o'clock, or from Iialf-past twelve 
to one I wore his bracelet he pro- 
mised me some of his hair and his picture. I spoke 

of orange jelly He said she (mama's sister) 

had decline or consaniption, " but I have not that/' 
he added. Mr. L. said I was very like papa ; he 

replied that there was a resemblance Poor 

dear papa observed^ when I asked, him at what homr 
I should come next day, that he would now make 
me useful, and that I should read to him every day. 
Tuesday, July 4th. — This raoming while dressing 
mama told me she had dreamed that poor dear 

papa was no more I was at his bedside at 

thirty-seven minutes past twelve o'clock, just seven 
minutes beyond my time. Sophie was at the head 
of the stairs . . . she spoke to me. . . . He knew 
me ; he breathed with great difficulty ; each moment 
he grew worse. I asked him if I should send for 
Dr. Paris or Mr. Anderson ? He spoke indistinctly 
and with great difficulty ', at one time his voice failed 
him. I asked if he should like to drink something ? 
He saidj " Yes." I gave him some port wine and 
water that 1 found by his bedside. I wroto to Dr. 
Pans without telling him ; he seeiQcd to suffer ; at 
one time there was a slight struggle ; I was fright- 
ened .... he tried to speak ; I could only distin- 
guish the word " bell." .... He became calmer ; 
seemed to sleep for a few minutes ; he heard the hall 
door bell; he inquired anxiously who it was; I 
went to the head of the stairs ; it waa Lord Clan- 
ricarde. I told him papa was dying. He gave 
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him some Madeira wine ; it rerired him and kept 
him alive for several hoUrs ; he wandered for some 

minutes. Slept with his eyes open 

awoke. Lord C. spoke about goiardianahip. . . He 
wandered ag^in a little ; I read a prayer for him 
that calmed him ; he listened attentively, bowed his 
head reverently each time I mentioned the word 
" Jesus." It was Lord C. who looked in the Prayer- 
Book for the prayer. I told him I thought the 
clergyman ought to be sent for ; I directed hiqa how 
to find his house j he went himself. The Doctor 
arrived J said he was dying; he might live two 
hours. . . The clergyman remained alone with him 
for some time. Lord C, Dr. P;, S. and I retired to 

the sitting room I knelt down and prayed 

alone; the clergyman was about three-quarters of 
an hour with papa ; perhaps an honr. He came 
into the rooin where we were and spoke in a very 
low tone to JjotA C. who took his hat and disap- 
peared in the Doctor's carriage. . , . Dr. P. and I 

remained in the drawing room I went 

and stayed some time with papa he fell 

asleep, his eyes were open I hissed him ', 

said he looked happier and more composed. "I 
hope I am, dear," he replied. After some time he 
awoke. I stole into the other room, where I foimd 
mama. Lord C, Mr. Irons, Dr. Paris, Mr. Langan, 
and Sophie. Mama, the Hev. Mr. Irons, and I 

went into papa's room together Dr. Paris 

drew up a codicil appointing mama joint executrix 
to his will. It was witnessed first by Mr. Irons, 
then by Dr. Paris, and lastly by Lord C. I was in 



tiie rdom and saw papa si^ the p&per. Lord 0. 
and Dr. Paris left together about half-past four in 
th^ .afternoon. Mr. Irons had go. arranged that 
when, he went to dinner -Mr. Anderson's aaeistant 
should remain with us ; he and I stopped with papa 
about half an hour. While mama was with Mr. 
L. and I in the other room^ Mr. Anderson the sur- 
geon anired ; I was in papa's room with him and 
mama. It was while Dr. Paris^ ma, and I were 
with Mm that he spoke of the black ring, and said, 

'^ Cest trop tot ; " he took it and looked at it 

At another time he compared mama's watch and 
his own, and asked the clergyman which he j^ought 
the prettiest ? .... A little before he died mama 
kissed him and desired me to ^o the same ; I kissed 
his lefl cheek, his forehead, and his right — , I then 
sat down by his bedside, but I wept so much that 
mama sent me away. It was the last time he ever 
looked on me 1 .... He died at half-past seven in 
the evening. 

1844. March 01st.— We visited the Hotel Clany 
and Palais des Thermes. 

1846. February 12th.— We left Carantrily for 
Dublin en route to Paris. 

February 13th. . . . Called upon Mr. Blakeney 
to learn the Chancellor's reply to our request for 
leave of absence. 

March Slst. . . Dined at the Kocher de Cancalci 
had the two famous dishes, potage a la Bisque, and 
filet au Chateaubriand. 
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August 6th.— Mama renewed her lease with 
Mme. de Pontalba for two years. 

June SSrd.— Became enfant de Marie and was en- 
rolled in ibe Association du Bosaire Mama 

receiTed a miniature of poor dear papa. 

Tuesday, 9th June.— Dei Gratias. This is my 
birthday. I rose very early, commended myself to 
God and to the Holy Virgin, dressed, prayed, medi- 
tated, reviewed myself, thought over the past, the 
present, the future, made good resolutions, Risked 
mama's blessing, embraced my sisters, and then we 
all repaired to St. Bock, performed my devotions 
neair the Chapelle de la Sainte Veirge, went to con- 
fession to the Rev. Mr. Ward, heard Mass in the 
Chapelle de St Denis, also in the Calvary, recraved 
the hoi J communion Dans la Chapelle de T Adora- 
tion. Never felt more truly happy. ' 

June SOth Left Paris by the nine o'clock 

train for Bouen^ 

August 13th.— L^ft Nouville at eight in the morn- 
ing . . . arrived at Honfleur, embarked for Havre, 
where we landed about 1 in the afternoon. 

August 14.— Sailed for England. 

August 16.— Landed at Gosport. 

August 16.— Arrived at Birkenhead. Landed at 
King^wn, at 7 in the evening. 

AoguBt 30.- Mama sent me to ask Sir Henry 
Manh a question about her asses milk. 
. Slst — Mama gave orders to have my name in- 
scribed upon her cards— an event in my life. 
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S2nd. — Recedred Mrs. William Handcock and 
ber daughter Sarah ; grown a youngs lady and a 
l)eauty within the laat two yean. 

6th.-rPmd a visit to the Burke's. . . . "Went to 

Kingstown Our Fr^ch toilette created quite 

i seniiatibn. 

15th.— Left DuUin for home. 

October 9tb.— Captain Burke came to spend a few 
lays. 

Oefober i9tii.— A pony caxpe from Fortumna, 
saddle, bridle, &c. &c. } Lord Clanricarde came to 
linner. 

October aoth.— Bode the pony for the first timfc 
DaptUB Burke arrired. 

October 21et.-«-Lord Clanricarde left. 

SSnd. — Mamaj Honoria, and Captain Burice 
vaLked to Dunmore. I rode the pony. 

26Qx.— Captain Burke left. . . 

1847. March lOth.— Took my last ride on the 
lear pohy ; made my adieus, " It might be for 
^ears, it might he for ever." 

March lith. — AH Isft Carantrily for Dublin, 
ilemoved to Rock Terrace at Dalkey, on Monday, 
!2nd March. 

Maj^^y. — 'It, pours rain, and-cold easterly wind, 
vaptain Burke has addressed the electors of 
Jalway; 

May 7tti.-^-0ur loved Kathleen has removed into 
own, for change of air, and to be nearer medical aid. 

May ll&fa.— Accompanied mama and Kate into 



town : a cooBultation was held between Sir Heniy 
Mareh and Dr. Stokes at the houBc of the former. 

May Idth. — Mama took a hoiue at Rathmines 
for Catherine for eight days. 

May 18th.— Yesterday the Galway election took 
place. Captain Burke returned. 

May S9th.— .Our darling Kathleen was. remored 
from Bathmines to Sir H. Marsh's coantry-housej 
near the Park at Knockmaroon, for change of air. 
Sir Henry Marsh has kindly placed Knockmaroon^ 
a pretty villa on the other side of the Fhceniz Park^ 
at mama's disposal. 

- June 20th.--0ur poor invalid has had a relapse, 
brought on by the iatigue consequent on our prome- 
nade tp the Glens. 

June SOth. — Poor papa's birth-day. Kathleen 
left Knockmaroon for Bathbone's Hotel, Kingstown. 

July Srd.— She left Rathbone's for Bock Terrace, 
Balkey, thank God in a fair way to recover. 

July 17th. — Mama, Kathleen and 1 went to 

town Saw Lady Burke and Caroline. 

. July 19th. — Mama, Kathleen and I went to 
town. Saw Sir Henry Marsh. Captain Burke, 
M.F. and Mr. Blake, M.P. dined with us at Bock 
House. 

. July 20th,_Mania and I went to town. Captain 
Burke dined with us. 

38th. — Captain Burke dined at Bock House. 

July 28th.— To-morrow we leave Bock Terrace 
for Kingstown. 



Lord Clanricarde to our shores agtiin. We went 
down to meet him. He breakfasted and passed 
several hours with us. 

Sunday, Aug^ust 1 5th — Our dearest Kate's 
birth day. We had all the happiness of receiving- 
the holy communion together once more. 
■ 18th. — Lord Mountcharles and Mr. Warburton 
spent the evenings with us j the latter is the author 
of the book, " The Crescent and the Cross." 

19th. — Mr. Warburton drank tea with us. 
' aist.— Went to the Pier. . . . Met Lord Mount- 
charles and Lord Donkellin Lord Mount-'- 

Charles spent the evening with us j he has taken the 
dmall cottage opposite our house belonging to the 
Baths, and Ixird Dunkellin is staying with him. 

S4th. — Lord DunkeUin and Lord Mountcharles 
break&sted with us. 

35th. — Lords Dunkellin and Mountcharles dined 

with UB. 

' S7th. — Lords Mountcharles and Dunkellin break* 
lasted at Marine Terrace. 

S8th.— We had them to breakfast. Lord Clan- 
ricarde came to us in the afternoon ; we accompanied 
hun to town ; called at our solicitor's, Mr. Blakeney. 

29th. — Lord Clanricarde and Lord DunkeUin 
dined with us. Lord C. stuled in the evening 
for Liverpool. 

September Ist. — Lord Mountcharles called and 



presented his friends Mr. Henry Ponsouby, A.D.O. 
and Mr. Richard Bernard. 

2nd — Lord Mountcbarles, Mr. Ponsonby and 
Mr. Bernard breakfasted with us, and dined. 

3rd.— The g-entlemen at the cottage breakfasted 
and dined with us. 

Sunday, Gth. — Lord Dunkeliin, Lord Mount- 
cbarles and Mr. Bernard dined with us at half-past 
four o'clock. We all walked down to the jetty to 
see Lord Dunkeliin sail in the " Iron Duke" for 
Liverpool. 

13th learned that poor Sir John Burke 

was taken very ill the day before. Mama and I 
repaired immediately to town in Mr. Scrope Ber- 
nard's " break," not likings to delay, even for the 
anival of the nest train. 

14th.— Poor Sir John Burke expired this morn- 
ing at 6 o'clock. 

I7th October, 1847.— Weall started from Kings- 
town .... arrived next morning at Liverpool. 
. . . Arrived in London a little after 6. . . . Put 
up at the Euston. 

80tb.— Dearest Catherine saw Bir James Clarke. 

Monday, 25th.— Sailed on board the " Lord 
Warden," had a dreadful passage, during almost all 
which our beloved Catherine was in a state of in- 
sensibility. . . . There were many on board who 
believed she was dead — it will take long to efface 
that scene from the minds of those who uitoessed 
it I felt as though she must recover, though 



A blank in my journal. 

My darling- sister has been for some days eeriously 
indisposed. The phyeicians have directed that she 
shall remain where she is for the winter. 

And thus ends our journey to Rome and its an- 
ticipations. 

Extract of a Letter dated 2Q, Place Yendome, 
FariS;lStfaApnl;1848: 

Catherine incloses her loye, and ten thousand 
thanks for the moss, which she is assured will 
complete her cure. Only fancy being obliged to 
send all the way to Ireland for a remedy. 



APPENDIX B. 

In Chancery. 

In the Matter of 3ahn. Stratford Handcock, Petitioner. 
John Delacour aad others Respondents. - 

And the Cotirt of Chancery (Irehuid) Begulatioa Act, 
1850. 

Kidget Kennedy, of No. 6S, Upper Dorset Street, in 
tiie City of Dublin, Widow, aged upwards of 40 years, 
Maketh oath and saith that she this Deponent was on 
the 6th January, 1881, and from thence continuously up 
to, and for the S6th March, 1854, the day of the death 
of the late Countess of Clanricarde (who was the mother 
of the present Marquis of Clanricarde) housekeeper and 
attendant upon the said Countess. Deponent eaith that, 
in the months of September or October, 1840, the late 
'William Henry Handcock, Esq., and t&a. Catherine 
Handcock his wife, and Miss Josephine Handcock their 
daughter, and other company came to Fortumna Castle, in 
the County of Galway, where the said Countess then re- 
nded, and said William Henry Handcock and Catherine 
his wife and Josephine Handcock were in the said months 
of September or October, 1 840, accompanied by a French 
maid cslled Sophie, and Deponent saith that shortly before 
their arrival Deponent attended the said late Countess in 
laying out the different bedrooms for the s^d company, 
which rooms were on the same gallery with that of the 
family of the stud Countess, and saith that this Deponent 
after their arrival was infinrmed by said maid Sophie, when 



his Lordship when he returned fron} school during vaca- 
tion.) Depooent aaith that iu consequence thereof, this 
Deponent (contrary to the directions given to this Depo- 
nent hy the »&id Coontess of Clanricarde that no servants 
should sleep in that gallery which was aj^ropriated to 
the members of the family and visitOTs, except for the 
purpose of airing said rooms previous to their arrival, and 
as rooms were scarce in consequence of the company. 
Deponent put the said Sophie to sleep in the said Lord 
DunkelUn's room. Deponent siuth that on the second 
day after their arrival, she the said Catherine Handcock 
asked Deponent why she put the said Sophie to sleep in 
said room, and stated to this Deponent that she the said 
Sophie was the torment of her the said Catherine Hand- 



57 

cock's life, and told Deponent that for Bake of her the said 
Catherine Handcock's peace of mind to remove her to 
some other room ; and saith Deponent then requested th& 
said Catherine Handcock not to let the said Countess of 
Clanricarde know that Deponent had put said Sophie to 
sleep in said gallery contrary to her directions, and that 
Deponent would remove the said Sophie to another part 
of the houAe, which this Deponent accordingly did, and 
saith that the said maid Sophie was much displeased with 
Deponent for having removed her from the said room. 
Saith that during the time the said Catherine Handcock 
remained at Portumna Castle aforesaid, she this Deponent 
verily believes that no improper intimacy whatever did 
occur, or take place between the Marquis of Clanricarde 
and the said Catherine Handcock. Deponent saith that 
the late Mrs. Catherine Handcock, and Miss Josephine 
Handcock were on very intimate terms with the late 
Countess of Clanricarde, and frequently at her Ladyship's 
house in Dominick Street, in the City of Dublin, and were 
at various times entertained by said Countess. 

Bridget Kbmmedt^ 

Sworn before me, this I5th day of March, 1855, at my 
Office, Four Courts Inns Quay, in the City of 
Dublin. 

Wm. Fetebs Smith.. 

Filed in the Bolls Office of the Court of Chancery in. 
Ireland, on the 15th day of March, 1855. 

Robert Power, Solicitor, 
11, Capel Street, 




APPENDIX C. 



WelltD^n Quay, Dablui, 
April 4, 18SS. 
My deab Sib, 

I have read with much pain some of the 
statements conceming Lord Clanricarde, in reference to 
the canse of Handcock v. Delacoitr, which I know to be 
nntnie, and I think it only fair to his Lordship to let yon 
know the fkcts within my knowledge, which I am ready 
to depose on oath, if there is occasion for snch testimony. 
I waa intimately acquainted with the late Mr. Handcock 
for abont eighteen or twenty yearsj , and up to his last ill- 
ness, and after his separation firom his wife. He has 
repeatedly in Dublin and Paris, mentioned Lord Clanri- 
carde to me in terms of warm and unabated Mendship. 

He had very agreeable recollections of hia Lordship's 
society, and expressed himself highly gratified at the 
intimacy of IJord Clanricarde with his family, and the 
interest he took in the welfare of his daughters. 

I knew Langan, who has written a letter to the ' Times/ 
Tsll ; and if necessary, can depose to his position, cha- 
racter, and pursuits. 

I remain, my dear Sir, 

Very truly yours, 

John J. Blake. 
Robert Power, Eaq., 
Solicitor. 



Extract of a letter from Dr. Hi^ns, M.D., an eminent 
Physician, in Paris. 

3(1, Rue de Rivoli, 
Paria, Much B, 1866. 
Mv Lord, 

I think it but fur to inform yoa that in the 
course of my professional attendance on the late Mr. 



Handcock (from 15th February, 1843^ till the 23rd of May 
following, the day he left Paris for London, where he died 
some months later) I never heard him allude to any in- 
trigne between your Lordship and his wife ; he only spoke 
of her as a queer, eccentric, teasing woman. One day, he 
said to me, — Sophie, his mistress, being present, — " Doctor, 
I understand one or two of my daughters are dying from 
measles or scarlatina, and that Mrs. Handcock ia having 
them attended by some doctor who treats them in on 
extraordinary manner, I should feel much obliged if yon 
would call on Mrs. Handcock, in my name, and ask to 
see the girls, and report t» me yomr o^ion." I went 
direct firom his hoose to the Place Venddme, and saw 
Mrs. Handcock, who, after overwhelming me with an 
avalanche of histories about her c<H:yugal griefe, introduced 
me, after two mortal hours, to the sick chamber. The 
young ladies were ill, but in no danger of death, and when 
I learned the name of the attending doctor, I knew they 
must be well treated; it was the youi^ Doctor Marjolin. 

I have the honour, 

Chakles HioGiNfi, M.D., 

Knight of the Legion of Houoor, 

To the Maiqueu of Cluuicude, 



APPENDIX D. 

[Copy of au Affidavit Sled in the Court of Chancery in 
3land, by the Marquis of ClanricardCj March, 1855,] 

the Matter of John Stbatpord Handcock, Esq., Peti- 
tioner. 

HN Delacottk and Others, Respondents, and Court of 
Chancery Ireland Regulation Act, 1850. 



The Most Noble Ulick John De Burgh, Marquis of 

auricarde, maketh oath and saith, that his attention has 

en called to certain statements made on the hearing of 

e case of Handcock against Delaeour, in the Irish Court 

Chancery, seriously impugning his conduct and charac- 

:, and Deponent saith that he understands the substance 

the imputations made against him to he : — 

First. — That this Deponent was a party to, and assisted 

inducing the late William Henry Handcock to marry 

isa Catherine Kelly in the year 1824. 

Secondly. — That an improper intimacy took place be. 

een Mrs. Handcock and this Deponent at Fortumna in 

e year 1840. 

Thirdly. — That this improper intimacy was the cause of 

e separation in the following year between Mr. and Mrs. 

andcock. 

Fourthly. — That the minor, John Delaeour, stated to 

ive been bom in the year 1841, was the child of Mrs- 

andcock by this Deponent. 

Fifthly.— That this improper intimacy continued after 

e separation, and in particular that Deponent and Mrs. 

andcock went to France together after the separation, 

id that while Mrs. Handcock was residing at St. Leonards^ 



in the year 1 85 1 , this Deponent was m the habit of gaining 
admittance to her hotise by a hitch-key. 

Sixthly.— That the Deponent assisted in the preparation 
of a codicil to his will for the late WiUiam Henry Hand- 
cock, wherehy he appointed his wife guardian of the per- 
sons of his daoghtem, and Bnbaequently procnred himself 
to be made guardian of their fortunes. 

Beventhly. — That he afterwards took an active part in 
disposing of the property of the three danghtersj and in 
particular that he was a party to certain disentailing deeds, 
and that he assisted in the preparation of a will for Miss 
Josephine Handcock wherehy she left :ElO,000 to her 
mother. 

Eighthly, — That he was a party to a deed whereby Miss 
Honoria Handoock settled her estates on her mother after 
her death. 

Ninthly. — That he knew of and encouraged Mrs. 
Handcock in pursning a course of cruel treatment towards 
her daughters, whereby their health was injured and their 
lives shortened. 

Tenthly.— That Deponent did all this with the object of 
obtainiug for the infant John Delacour, alleged to be the 
eon of this Deponent, the property belonging to the Miss 
Handcooks. 

Deponent saith first with reference to the charge that 
he was a party to and assisted in promoting the marriage 
between Mr. and Mrs, Handcock, that no such charge ia 
made in the petition filed in this caose, and therefore no 
allusion to it appears in the afBdavit of this deponent, 
sworn on the 15th day of November, 1854. That charge 
was first made in the affidavit of Mr. Elias Robinson Hand- 
cock, hereinafter named, filed after the said affidavit sworn 
by deponent, which charges this deponent with having 
promoted the marriage for electioneering purposes, and 
also contains a charge that before the marriage Mrs. 
Handcock had been on " notoriously intimate terms" with 
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Coimteas of Ckuricarde, this deponent saith that firom the 
docnmenta produced for the first time on the hearing <^ 
the said cause of Uandcock t. Belacour, he now heUeres 
that Mr., Mrs. and Miss Handcock did come to Portumna 
Castle on a short visit in the month of September, 1840^ 
and that during such visit this deponent was at Portumna, 
hut that this deponent most positiTely denies any incor- 
rectj or improper intimacy whatever occnrred between 
this deponent and Mrs. Handcock dniing such -not, at 
at any time during the said year 1840, or at any time 
afterwards. 

Thirdly, — With reference to the charge that the alleged 
improper intimacy between this deponent and Mrs. Hand- 
cock was the cause of the separation of Mr. and Mrs. 
Handcock, this deponent saith that no such allegation is 
made in the Petition, and the facts are, that in the month 
of October, 1840, this deponent left Ireland and returned 
shortly afterwards to Russia, where he continned till the 
summer of the year 1841. Deponent saith he heard, and 
believes that in the end of the year 1840, and the begin- 
ning of the year 1841, and during this deponent's absence 
abroad, differences on money matters arose between Mr. 
and Mrs. Handcock, and that a bill was filed in the Irish 
Court of Chancery by the said "William Henry Handcock, 
aUeging that Mrs. Handcock had acted improperly and 
secreted for her own use several sums of money which 
belonged to him, and further, that in April, 1841, Mrs. 
Handcock and ber eldest daughter, Josephine, left Can- 
trilly, the residence of the said 'William Henry Handcock, 
and that at the same time, or soon after, the said William 
Henry Handcock went away with a French maid named 
Sophie, who was living as a servant in his establishment, 
and who, as this deponent has been informed, and believes^ 
had for some time been his mistress, and that he continued 
to live with her, chiefly in HVanee, till his death, and 
deponent found her living with him on the occasion of his 
last illness at Brompton, bereinafler mentioned. Deponent 



auth that be verily belieTes that the cause of the separa- 
tion between Mr. and Mrs. Handcock vas partly the said 
differences as to money matters, but chiefly the im- 
proper connexion which existed between Mr. Handcock 
and the maid Sophie, and this deponent positively saith, 
that he, this deponent, was not directly, or indirectly the 
cause of such separation, and that after the said sepa- 
ration, and in the month of September, 1841, in an- 
swer to a letter trritten by him to the said William 
Henry Handcock, on magisterial business, Deponent bad 
a reply from him, in wbicb be addressed this deponent in 
the same Iriraidly manner in which he had theretofore done, 
and afterwards, in Paris, where this deponent accidentally 
met bim, they conversed in their usual friendly manner, and 
it appears from the diary of Josephine Handcock used in 
evidence in this cause, that in January and February, 1 842> 
tbe said William Henry Handcock, though still living with 
the maid Sophie, several times visited bis wife and daugh- 
ters, then in Paris, and occasionally dined with them. 

With reference to the Fourth charge, that tbe Minor, 
John Delacour, was tbe son of this deponent by the said 
Mrs. Handcock, that is sufficiently disposed of by the 
statement hereinbefore made with reference to the second 
charge ; but this deponent positively says, that the said 
John Delacour could not have been, and waa not the child 
of this deponent. And this deponent, to tbe best of bis 
recollection and belief, never heard of the birth or existence 
of tbe sud John Delacour until after tbe death of the said 
William Henry Handcock, in July, 1843, or for some time 
afterwards ; and he positively says, that until about the 
time of Mrs. Handcock's deatb, wbicb took place in tbe 
month of February, 1853, this deponent never heard that 
the said minor had been called, or known by the name of 
De Bargb. 

With reference to tbe Fifth charge, that tbe alleged im- 
proper intimacy between this deponent, and Mrs. Handcock 
continued after the separation of Mr. and Mrs. Handcock, 
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this deponent has already denied it generally ; and he 
pofiitiTely deoies that he ever accompanied Mrs. Haodcock 
to Paris, or went there in concert with her, or for the 
purpose of meeting her ; but be did meet her in Paris, 
where this deponent happened to be for a time staying. 

This deponent further saith, that he never gained ad- 
mission to the residence of Mrs. Mandcock by a latchkey, 
or by any such, or by any indirect means j and, in conse- 
qnence of such imputations having been made, this deponent 
caused an application to be made to Mr. M'Nevin, the 
Solicitor of Mr. Handcock in this cause, requesting him 
to point out the evidence in which such statement was 
mode, to which Mr. M'Nevin wrote the following reply : — 
" Gardiner St., 24th Febry., 1855. My dear Sir, In reply 
" to yours of yesterday, I beg to say tbat the word latch- 
" key does not occur in any of the evidence ; it was used 
" in the case, I think, in a figurative sense. Yours, very 
« faithfully, Richd. C. M'Nevin. To R. Power, Esq., Solr." 

As to the said Sixth chaise made agunst this deponent, 
with reference to his part in assisting in the preparation of 
the Codicil to the W ill of the said William Henry Handcock^ 
this deponent saith that the said William Henry Handcock, 
by h!a Will, dated the 14th of June, 1843, had appointed 
his wife and his sister guardians of the persons of his 
children, and a Mr. Fra>. Langan— who is, as this deponent 
believes, the person referred to in the speech of the Attorney 
General in this cause, as the spy of Mr. Handcock — guar- 
dian of their fortune and sole trustee and executor; and he 
left a legacy of £2000, and all his ready money in his pos- 
session at the time of his death, to the said maid, Sophie. 
Deponent further saith, that this deponent had nothing 
whatever to do with the preparation of the said Will, nor 
had he, to the best of his recollection and belief, seen Mr. 
Handcock for some months before it was executed, nor did 
he know of the purport thereof till after its execution, nor 
had he previously seen the said Francis Langan, or had 
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any communicatioD directly, or indirectly with liim, and 
did not know any thing about him. And deponent saith 
that, having heard of the said William Henry Handcock 
being seriously ill in London, deponent did call upon him, 
and, having seen that he was without proper advice, de- 
ponent recommended him to consult Dr. Paris, a Physician 
of eminence in London, and subsequently requested him 
to send for Mr. Irons, the Cle^yman of the parish, and 
deponent also requested the said William Henry Handcock, 
who was still living with Sophie the said French maid, to 
see his daughter Josephine, which he consented to do, and 
the said Josephine afterwards brought her mother to the 
house, without the knowledge of this deponent, the said 
Mrs. Handcock having afterwards stated that she could 
not allow her daughter to go to a house in which the said 
French maid resided, without protection. Deponent saith 
that the said William Henry Handcock expressly told de- 
ponent that he wished his residence to be kept secret, 
especially from his brother-in-law, Mr. Darcy, who was then 
in London. Deponent saith that he did represent to the said 
William Henry Handcock that it was imprudent to make 
the said Francis Langan sole guardian of the fortunes of his 
daughters, and sole executor, and trustee, and urged him to 
alter that arrangement, but he did not endeavour in any 
way to influence the said William Henry Handcock to 
alter the said will in any respect whatever save as to die 
appointment, as sole executor, and trustee, and guardian, 
of the said Francis Langan, who was a stranger to 
this deponent, and as this deponent believes, without 
means or portion, deponent saith that, under those Cir- 
cumstances, the said William Henry Handcock added a 
Codicil to his Will in the following words : — " I declare 
" this to be a Codicil to my last Will and testament, by 
" which I appoint my wife, Catherine Handcock, to be 
" joint executrix thereto," and which is witnessed by de- 
ponent. And deponent saith that the said Mrs, Handcock 
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never proved tlie Will, or acted as executrix. Deponent 
aaith lie refers to a letter written by Mr. WiUiam Elias 
Handcock, (who has made an afGdarlt in this Cause), to 
Mrs. Handcock, dated 7th July, 1843, in the most friendly 
terms, in which he states that although she had no grounds 
for taking her husband's death heavily to hearty yet he was 
sure it would cause her some sorrow, and offering to do 
any thing in his power towards the arrangement of her 
affairs ; and it is stated in the affidavit of Mr. Elias R. 
Handcock, that Mr.WiUiam E. Handcock also consented to 
the appointment of Mrs. Handcock as guardian of the per- 
sons of his children. Deponent saith that the said WiUiam 
Henry Handcock appeared to this deponent to have died 
from a lingering consumption ; Deponent saith that nn- 
pleasuit scenes did take place before the death of the said 
William Henry Handcock, the French maid, Sophie, 
jealously watching to prevent any interference which she 
imagined might cause a change in the disposition of Mr. 
Handcock's a&irs made by his Will of the 14th of June, 
by which so large a benefit was conferred on her, by which 
same document his wife was appointed guardian as afore- 
said. Deponent fiurther saith that after the death of Mr. 
Handcock, proceedings were taken in the Irish Conrt of 
Chancery, to have his children made Wards of Court, in 
which proceedings deponent took no part whatever, but he 
has been informed, and believes that his name was proposed 
to the Master of the said Court, as Guardian of their fortune; 
and deponent behoving that the said office was nominal, in- 
asmuch as a receiver was to be appointed, and all allowances 
were to be made under the Orders of the Conrt, consented 
to be such guardian, but deponent positively smth he did 
not propose and took no active part whatever, in the amoont 
of muntenance allowed for the children, which was regu- 
lated by the Master of the Court, and did not in any way 
use his position as guardian to obtain any benefit for Mrs. 
Handcock ; Deponent saith that he has been informed, and 



believes that Mr. Qibsoa, the Solicitor of Mr. and Mrs. 
IVArcy, in the Chancery proceedings for the appointment 
of guardians to the Miss Handcocksj on the death of their 
father in the year 1843, opposed the appointment of Mrs. 
Handcock as guardian of the persons of the children, and 
prayed for the appointment of Mn. D'Arcy, the sister of 
the said William Henry Handeook, and also opposed the 
appointment of deponent aa guardian of their fortune, and 
that such appointment of this deponent was supported by 
members of the family of the said deceased William Henry 
Handcock, but this deponent took no part whatever in the 
controversy, but Mr. EliasB. Huidcock, who in his affida- 
vit filed 9th December, 1854, stated that his brother W. 
H. Handcock, bad in his lifetime said that Mrs. Handcock 
had been guilty of infidelity with tMa deponent, by the 
same affidavit admits that he, the said £. R. Handcock, as 
well as his cousin, Mr. William E. Handcock, consented 
to her being afterwards appointed guardian by the Court. 
Seventhly. — With reference to the charges made against 
this deponent in respect of his interference with the pro- 
perty of the three daughters, thisdcponent saith that he 
occasionally saw Mrs. Handcock and her daughters after 
the death of the said William Henry Handcock, but never 
during their minority interfered in any way in their pe- 
cuniary affairs, which he considered to be entirely under 
the control of the Court of Chancery ; but deponent saith 
that after they severally became of age they executed 
common disentailing deeds, so as to acquire the absolute 
control over their estates, and they requested deponent 
to act as tmstee in such deeds, which he agreed to, 
considering such office merely formal; Deponent saith 
that Anne Mary, the second daughter, having become 
sickly in the year 1849, Mrs. Handcock removed with 
her, and her other daughters to Torquay, and from 
thence to Budleigh Salterton, in Devonahire; depoueut 
BMth that while the said Mrs. Handcock and her 
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about the montli of October^ intbe jrear 1849, and Aartij 
before tbe death of said Anne Maiyt and without any pre- 
viona suggestion, or expreasion of any wish (»i the part 
of deponent, the said Anne Mary, or the said Josephine, 
deponent cannot now recollect which, wrote to depcment, 
then in London, to request he would go and see them ; 
and saith that sud letter has since beoi misUid or de- 
stroyed, and dc^nent cannot find same ; and depcment 
saith that all said daughters had always ^pressed a 
friendly fee^g towards him, - and bebering that they 
wished for his adrice as a fiiend, he accordin^y went to 
Budleigh Salterton a&>resud, where they had a respectable 
residence, uid'saw the said Anne Mtury, whm she spoke 
to deponent about making her will, and stated to d^oueut , 
her desire to leave a legacy to her mother, and named at 
one time ;£5,000 and at another £10,000 as the amount of 
such legat^, and depcment saith that said Anne Mary spoke 
at the time also as to leaving a l^acy to the minor St^m 
Delacour, which she and Josephine afterwards stated tiitf 
tb^ would ncA do, as they thought he would get whatcrrer 
was left to th«r mother ; and saith that, afber a good deal 
of couTersation, it was decided by said Anne Mary and 
Josephine, by deponei^s advice, that said Anne Mary 
diould not make any Will, but should express her wishes 
to her sister Josephine, and she then deaired the said 
Josc^ihine to give her Mother £10,000 whenever she 
Josephine, should marry, or die, or otherwise separate from 
her mother, which said Josephine, in dfipcHienfs presence^ 
agreed, and promised to perform ; and deponent positively 
Butb that he did not in any way urge the said Anne Mary 
to make any Will; but, on the ctmtrary, advised hex not 
to do so; ukL deponent saith he believes that the said Anne 
Mary did not afterwards make any Will, or forma diapo- 
dtion of her property. Deponent swth that within a few 
months after the death of the said Anne Mary, which took 
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place about the month of November, 1849, as deponent 
best recollectB, and believes, the said Josephine, vho vas 
then in delicate health, spoke to deponent, in the absence 
of her mother, about making her Will, and stated that she 
wished to leave to her mother £10,000 on account of the 
saidAnne Mary, and £10,000 on her own account, and 
also to leare the reversion of her estate to her mother, in 
case HoDoria should not many, but suth that the said 
Josephine, afterwards in the course of such conversation, 
and that the estate was not in a condition to bear a new 
(^Large of £20,000, and that she thought Honoria would 
never marry, but would leave the whole estate to their 
mother ; and deponent saith that such couveraation, and 
the reference to the disposition of property and to her 
Will, was commenced by the said Josephine, and the said 
statements made by her to deponent voluntarily, and 
without any previous enquiry or suggestions on the part of 
deponent, and without deponent in any way suggesting to 
the said Josephine, then 26 years of age, and highly intel- 
ligent, the leaving of the said legacy or any legacy to her 
mother, or influencing or seeking to influence her in the 
disposition of her property ; and deponent saith that the 
intentions expressed by the said Josephine as aforesaid 
appeared to deponent to be, and were, as he verily believes, 
in accordance with her own voluntary inclinations ; de- 
ponent saith that in reply to the said conversation of the 
said Josephine, deponent recommended the said Josephine 
to consult Mr. Blakeney, her Solicitor, on the subject, and 
to have her Will prepared by him, which she objected to,* 
and requested deponent to prepare the same, and the said 
Will was afterwards drawn by this deponent at the earnest 
request and wish of the said Josephine, and according to 
her expressed intentions ; the sud Josephine having written 
to this DeptHidnt in the strongest tenns to come to Ihiblin 

• Becaow her ntother would extract from Blakeney tiia purport of 
tiie Will. This onght to have been in die affidavit. 
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(a letter which lias bees lost or mislaid but was read e 

m the time by Mr. A. W. Slake, then Private Secretary t 

f» this deponent, as stated in Mr, Blake's affidavit made i 

I this cause), by vrhich Will she left her estates to he 

ft I sister Honoria, subject to a legacy of £10,000 for he 

\ mother ; but in the event of her sister's death, vrithou 

\ I issue, she directed her said estates to be sold, and tfa 

' I proceeds thereof to be paid to her mother; and de 

k I pouent saith that the said Will vaa executed in Ire 

<m ^ land during deponent's absence from that country, an 

deponent saith he has been informed by Sir Tboma 

[ Burke (who was for many years an intimate friend of th 

\ Handcock family, and whom the said Josephine aftervard 

' named one of her executors), and which he believes to b 

true, that the said Josephine Handcock a short time pre 

Jviously requested of him to prepare her said Will withou 
the knowledge of her mother, but which he dechaed to d< 
|<l^ Eighthly. — With reference to the chai^ [as to this At 

■^ ponent being a party to the deed executed by Honori 

I Handcock, this deponent saith, that abont August or Se^ 

1 tember, 185 1, the said Mrs. Handcock took her daughte 

] Houoria to St. Leonard*s>on-tbe-Sea, by the advice of a 

, eminent physician, and the deponent saith that he visitei 

a [ St. Leonard's in the month of October, 1851, previousl. 

to taking a house for his family, who went to St. I<eonard' 
in the month of November, and deponent had some intei 
views with Mrs. and Miss Honoria Handcock during he 
residence at St. Leonard's, and deponent was on some c 
such occasions consulted by the said Honoria, separate aui 
apart from her mother, on the subject of her affairs, an< 
saith that on such occasions the said Honoria stated t' 
deponent that she was anxious to execute an assignment c 
her property to her mother, as she, Honoria, was in deli 
cate health and not likely to hve long, and that she wishe< 
her mother should have the estate on her death, and thii 
she preferred giving to her the management of it at once 
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depooent-Baitli that the said iutentitnu and inalies ezptesaed 
by Honoria as aforesaid vere, aa he venly believes, in ac- 
cordance with her own volnntary intentions, and deponent 
saith that on such occadou deponent stated to the said 
Honoria the imprudence of her execntii^ such a deed,' and 
stated that she might possibly yet marry, or, if unmarried, 
might sorrive her mother, and such a deed as she proposed 
would give her mother the power of disposing of the 
estates by will, even in her, Honoria's lifetime ; deponent 
aaith that the said Honoria on a subsequent occasion at St. 
Leonard's, and in the winter or autumn of the year 1S51, 
and before the execution of the deed of the 29th December, 
1851, hereinafter mentioned, and in the absence of Mrs. 
Handcockj and of her Honoria's own accord, and without 
any previous enquiry or suggestion on the part of depo- 
nent, expressed to deponent a very strong desire to execute 
a deed to the purport already stated, and requested depo* 
nent to become a trustee therein, and saitb that deponent 
ther«ipon refused so to do, unless she would reserve a 
power of revocation, so as still to retain full power over her 
estates, to which she assented, and such a power was in- 
serted, and she survived her mother nine months, during 
which interval she might, if so minded, have revoked the 
deed; and deponent saith that it appears by the evidence 
in Uiis cause, that the said Honoria, after the execution 
of the said deed, and before and after her mother's 
death o(»iversed on the -subject of said deed, and 
of the power which she had over her estates, not- 
withstanding said deed, and it especially appears by 
the evidence of Mr. Stratford, who acted as the at- 
torney of the said Honoria, after the execution of said 
deed, that he, Stratford, advised her to revoke said deed; 
it also appears by the affidavit of Mr. William Kelly, that 
said Honoria, after her mother's death, told him that it 
was no harm ; as she had full power of revoking said deed, 
and of duposing of her property, if she wished to do so. 
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and the affidavit of the Bev. Mr. Mulligan ahoirs that she 
had actually given inBtmctioiLB for her Will, dispodi^ of 
said estates chiefly for charitable and religions purposes ; 
deponent saith that he never gave any instructions for such 
deed, or any instructions for the preparation thereof, or for 
the preparatioa of any of the deeds of August 1847, 
Februaiy 1851, or August 1851, in the petition in this 
matter mentioned, or of any of the other deeds or bonds 
in said petition mentioned ; and deponent considered that 
the use of deponent's name in said several deeds was merely 
as a trustee, and as a matter of form, so much so, that de- 
ponent never had any of said deeds executed, or approved 
by deponent's solidbv, but saith that same were all pre- 
pared by the late Jamee Bkkeney, as deponent believes, 
who was never in any way profeaaionally concerned for 
deponent, but was the soUcitor for Mrs. Hondcock and her 
daughters, and who died about two years ago. 

Kinthly. — With referaice to the chai^ that this depo> 
nent encouraged Mrs. Handcock in pursuing a course of 
cruel treatment towards her daughters, and was cognizant 
of such treatment, this deponent saith it is wholly untrue 
that he ever in any way encouraged, sanctioned, or knew 
of any such treatment, and never even heard of any such 
accusation having been made against Mrs. Handcock nntil 
after her death } and deponent saith it appears by the 
evidence in this cause, and especially by the xiiary of Miss 
Josephine Handcock, that no expense was spared by Mrs. 
Handcock on the education and accomplishment of her 
daughters ; that they travelled and resided from time to 
time in England, France, and Germany, and partook of 
the amusements to be met with at the different places 
which they viaited ; and that persons of respectability and 
station were frequently entertained at Mrs. Handcock's 
table, as well as the fact that the Miss Handcocks had 
the first medical advice in England and Ireland, amongst 
othees Sir Henry Marsh, Dr. Stokes, Sir James Clarke, 
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And Dr. Latham, and B^onent belieres that the residences 
selected by Mrs. Handcock from time to time were in 
accordance with the advice of the physicians. 

Tenthly. — With reference to the charge that this depo- 
nent's motive and object was to obtain for the infant, John 
Delacour, the property of the Miss Handcocks, he posi- 
tively says that he had no object, or desire whatsoever to 
advance the interest of the said John Delacour, nor any 
motive for having any such desire ; and deponent saitb 
that the statement made on the hearing of his cause, that 
deponent on one occanon ordered a suit of clothes for the 
boy Delacour is wholly untrue, and deponent saitb that be 
never in any way interfered about the said boy, or felt, or 
manifested any interest about him, but his only object was 
to give to the Miss Handcocks right advice, to protect 
their interests, and to prevent their being induced to do 
any act which might be at variance with their own free 
will ; and deponent saitb, that Mrs. Handcock felt greatly 
annoyed with deponent on account of not receiving greater 
advantages under the Will of Josephine, and by reason of 
the Deed of the 29th of December, 1851, containing a 
power of revocation to the said Honoria. And this depo- 
nent says, that the said Miss Handcocks entertained unkind 
feelings towards their father's family, chiefly as this depo- 
nent believes on account of the difference of their religion, 
as they were devoted members of the Church of Rome, 
and considered that their father's family entertained very 
strong Protestant feelings ; and deponent sutb, he believes 
that the Miss Handcocks desire was, that their father's 
family should not inherit their estates. And deponent 
saitb, that he never saw the said Honoria Handcock after 
the death of her mother, or for about six months previously. 
And deponent further saith, that although he made a fur- 
ther affidavit at the iDstauce of the Solicitor for the execu- 
tors of Mrs. Handcock, stating bis knowledge as to a 
particular fitct stated in one of the affidavits, deponent did 



